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these funds may be needed in the future to implement any recommendations that may come out 
of the GAO review currently underway.   
 
Activities Under SASMC Charter 
Jim W. touched on the chart depicting the responsibilities of the Committee as outlined in the 
Charter (slides 9-10).  The chart depicts the activities the Committee undertakes to address those 
responsibilities.  Discussion on these responsibilities and how they relate to Committee meetings 
was held at the conclusion of the meeting.  David B. mentioned that he thought the intent of the 
meetings should be to focus on the direction of SAs, not to receive status updates that don’t 
require any action by the Committee.  The Committee decided that the meetings should only 
address critical issues and/or actions needed by the Committee, and all other materials meant to 
advise/inform the Committee should be provided as background materials in preparation for the 
meetings.  OSRTI will work with staff in the other offices to ensure future meeting agendas 
address only critical issues rather than status updates. 
 
Financial Status of Special Accounts 
David B. walked the group through the financial status of SAs provided on slide 11 and noted 
that for FY 2010, the status of SAs appears to be moving in a good direction.  He added that the 
one thing that this status doesn’t spell out is how SA funds are actually utilized compared to how 
they are planned in the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS).  He mentioned that this would better inform how funds are 
being utilized. 
 
Update on New Financial System (and Impact to SAs) 
Laura R. noted that she was tasked to look into several issues surrounding the new financial 
system planned for release in Fall 2011, and how the release would impact SAs.  One of the 
major issues discussed was the fact that the new system will only contain historical financial 
transactions from the previous ten years for the Superfund program.  The limited financial data 
may impact efforts to reclassify old financial transactions using SA dollars.  Laura R. noted that 
Alan Youkeles performed an analysis of the sites and accounts that will be affected given the ten 
year historical transaction period.  Alan determined that a significant amount of financial data 
related to sites with SAs would be missing from the new system.  She also noted that with the 
new system, there is a potential issue around reporting.  All financial transactions older than ten 
years will be housed in a data warehouse similar to the current Financial Data Warehouse 
(FDW).  Two different systems (the new financial system and the data warehouse for 
transactions more than ten years old) will be used to compile reports and additional work will be 
necessary to reconcile the data to ensure consistent reporting of the SA universe.   
 
The question was raised as to why the new financial system will only include ten years worth of 
historical data.  Laura R. noted that this is most likely due to cost considerations and David B. 
added that an additional reason is so that the data migration can be completed within the 
scheduled timeframe to get the new system to production.  Jim W. asked if additional data 
beyond the ten year period can be loaded after the initial production move in 2011.  Laura R. 
replied that there will be a process to convert and import other data after the initial migration on 
an as-needed basis.  Jim W. also voiced concern that he is worried about old SAs not being 
brought forward that have little or no disbursements and what would happen to the tracking of 
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those SAs, as well as a possible increase to the reclassification workload.  Laura R. replied that 
the available balance for old accounts will be brought forward and that SA funds will still be 
available for use.  Greg L. added that reclassifying shouldn’t be a problem for the older accounts 
as the actual transactions don’t need to be in the new system in order to be able to be used for 
reclassification.  Laura R. also added that the dual system reporting and reconciliation between 
the two systems will likely pose a workload issue. 
 
Jim W. asked a question regarding whether HQ had been working with the Regions on these 
issues.  Laura R. replied that a memo from the Office of Technology and Solutions (OTS) had 
gone out to HQ stakeholders for verification on the data migration strategy for Superfund, but 
was not distributed to the Regions by OTS.  Jim W. noted that a review of impacts to the 
Regions needs to be facilitated with the Regional stakeholders.  Tracey S. added that due to the 
complexity of the move to the new system, HQ SA staff members are not in a position to fully 
explain the workings of the new system to the Regions and that they need input from OTS.  Jim 
W. forwarded an email he had received from OTS to Region 2, as lead region for the Superfund 
program, requesting that his staff, along with OECA/OSRE, OSWER/OEM, and OCFO/OB, 
among others, identify the top sites that are known to require redistribution or are in the process 
of conducting cost recovery activities falling outside of the 10 year data migration limitation for 
inclusion in the initial integration by December 31, 2010.  Jim W. asked that this email be 
forwarded to regional program and SA contacts to make sure they were aware of the request.  
Anita D. and Leslie P. noted that it was unclear what information OTS needs to identify the sites 
in the financial system, and it would be difficult to provide the information by the deadline 
requested in the email. 
 
Laura R. noted that HQ had explored establishing a link between the Cincinnati database and the 
new financial system but that the OTS within the Office of the Chief Financial Officer (OCFO) 
indicated that a linkage was not in the plans.  David B. added that further discussions are needed 
with OTS regarding open issues with the new system and the potential risks surrounding the data 
migration. 
 
SA Documents Under Development 
Tracey S. walked through the status of the SA documents under development that are listed on 
slides 14-15 of the presentation:   
-The “Planning and Use of SAs Guidance” was finalized on September 28, 2010, and it closed 
out one of the Office of Inspector General (OIG) recommendations.   
-The Review of FY 2009 and 2010 Reclassifications, Transfers to the Trust Fund, and Closeout 
is to be completed by December 23, 2010 due to the holidays in order to meet the completion 
deadline of December 31, 2010.  Tracey S. added that these materials were sent out with the 
SASMC meeting materials. 
-The “Placement of funds into a Special Account” considerations will likely be integrated into 
the “Financial Management of Special Accounts (RMDS 2550D Ch. 15)” document.  This issue 
relates to determining amounts to deposit in SAs based on an estimation of the amount of future 
work at a given site.   
-The fact sheet for reclassifying Superfund expenditures will now include recommendations for 
improving SA reclassifications the Committee will discuss further in the meeting.   














